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>From ???@??? Tue Dec 11 05:34:56 2007 -0600 

Date: Tue, 11 Dec 2007 11:33:46 GMT 

From: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

Subject: BOATANCHORS digest 4118 

Message-Id: <20071211113348 .1087F318123@srvr1.theporch. com> 


BOATANCHORS Digest 4118 
Topics covered in this issue include: 


1) Valley Ant? 

by wb3fau@att.net 
2) E.F. Johnson information sought 

by "“w5sum" <w5sum@glowbugs.com> 
3) Re: Valley Ant? 

by "Ken" <n5cm@rtconline. com> 
4) Re: E.F. Johnson information sought 

by Garey Barrell <k4oah@mindspring.com> 
5) Re: Valley Ant/ B&W 5100 

by Ralph Parker <rparker@dccnet.com> 
6) Re: Valley Ant/ B&W 5100 

by Al Klase <al@ar88.net> 
7) Re: Valley Ant/ B&W 5100 

by Robert Nickels <w9ran@oneradio.net> 
8) Re: Valley Ant/ B&W 5100 

by Scott Robinson <spr@earthlink.net> 
9) RE: Valley Ant/ B&W 5100 

by "TChirhart" <sparks@codepoets.com> 
10) RE: Valley Ant/ B&W 5100 

by Richard Post <postr@ohiou.edu> 
11) RE: B&W 5100 / R390? 

by w8au@sssnet.com 
12) Re: Valiant chirp - fixed (long) rev. 

by wb3fau@att.net 
13) (AM) Moooooooo.... 

by "David Stinson" <arc5@ix.netcom.com> 
14) Re: (AM) Moooooooo.... 

by "Chuck Grandgent" <chuck@chuckg.com> 
15) Re: (AM) Moooooooo.... 

by "Tom Rauch" <w8ji@contesting.com> 
16) Re: (AM) Moooooooo.... 

by W7QHO@aol.com 
17) Re: Remembering Michael AB5L (SK) 

by stuck in 50s <polepeeg@aa4rm.ba-watch.org> 
18) Re: Remembering Michael AB5L (Sk) 


by stuck in 50s <polepeeg@aa4rm.ba-watch.org> 
19) RE: Valley Ant? 

by "Ed Zeranski" <ezeran@ezeran.cnc.net> 
20) Re: (AM) Moooooooo.... 

by WA1IKBQ@aol.com 
21) Re: (AM) Moooooooo.... 

by w8au@sssnet.com 
22) Re: (AM) Moooooooo.... 

by "Tom Rauch" <w8ji@contesting.com> 
23) Re: (AM) Moooooooo.... 

by WALKBQ@aol.com 


From: wb3fau@att.net 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

Subject: Valley Ant? 

Date: Fri, 07 Dec 2007 19:22:08 +0000 

Message-Id: 

<120720071922 . 9033 .47599D60000C1C030000234922218865869B0A02D29B9BOEBFIADEQOCCODIIA 
att.net> 


At the risk of being rude, could we talk about a good transmitter, say, a B&W 
5100? 


From: "w5sum" <w5sum@glowbugs.com> 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch. com> 
Subject: E.F. Johnson information sought 
Date: Fri, 7 Dec 2007 17:35:31 -0500 
Message-Id: <20071207223531.M1279@glowbugs. com> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 

charset=1iso-8859-1 


anyone have any information on a variable 149-13-3 Capacitance? 
thanks in advance 
Ronnie - W5SUM 


Beware of those who are untrustworty, it 
may be the person you trust the most 


ormerly WN5ATIA and WB5AIA 
A 20 WPM Extra Class Licensee 
"I got my Extra the old fashioned way, I earned it" 


Message-ID: <000c01c83933$b597d100$020fa8cO@KEN> 
From: "Ken" <nScm@rtconline.com> 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: Re: Valley Ant? 

Date: Fri, 7 Dec 2007 16:46:02 -0800 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Hi WB3FAU, 


Yes, I'm willing to talk about the B&W transmitter, the SSB model - I don't 
remember 

for sure the model. I acquired one back about 10 or 12 years ago which had a 
problem 

in the power supply. I have never gotten around to checking it out 
thoroughly. I got it 

from a ham I talked to often and when it developed trouble, he got something 
else and 

sold the B&W to me. It put out a very good SSB signal, audio excellent. 

Take care, 


Ken N5CM 


aone3 Original Message ----- 

From: <wb3fau@att.net> 

To: "Old Tube Radios" <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Sent: Friday, December 07, 2007 11:22 AM 
Subject: Valley Ant? 


> At the risk of being rude, could we talk about a_ good transmitter, 
say, a B&W 5100? 
> 


I am using the free version of SPAMfighter for private users. 
It has removed 864 spam emails to date. 

Paying users do not have this message in their emails. 

Get the free SPAMfighter here: http://www.spamfighter.com/len 


Message-ID: <4759CE9A.3070805@mindspring. com> 
Date: Fri, 07 Dec 2007 17:52:10 -0500 

From: Garey Barrell <k4oah@mindspring.com> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 


Subject: Re: E.F. Johnson information sought 
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=ISO-8859-1; format=flowed 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Ronnie - 


Cardwell Capacitor is making the Johnson line of caps now. That number 
is almost certainly a custom build, but you can see the geometry of the 
"149" or "R" series on their site and extrapolate what you need to know. 


73, Garey - K40AH 
Glen Allen, VA 


Drake 2-B, 4-B & C-Line Service Supplement CDs 
<www.k4oah.com> 


w5sum wrote: 
anyone have any information on a variable 149-13-3 Capacitance? 


thanks in advance 
Ronnie - W5SUM 


> 

> 

> 

> 

> 

> 

> Beware of those who are untrustworty, it 
> may be the person you trust the most 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 


ormerly WN5AIA and WB5AIA 
A 20 WPM Extra Class Licensee 
"I got my Extra the old fashioned way, I earned it" 


Message-Id: <3.0.6.32.20071207231554.Q0aff8e8@pop3.dccnet.com> 
Date: Fri, 07 Dec 2007 23:15:54 -0800 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

From: Ralph Parker <rparker@dccnet.com> 

Subject: Re: Valley Ant/ B&W 5100 

Mime-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" 


>At the risk of being rude, could we talk about a good transmitter, 
B&W 5100? 


say, a 


I'd love to. 
I need a meter for my 5100-B, smashed in a shelf collapse a few years ago. 


VE7XF 


Message-ID: <475AA8F8.50404@ar88.net> 

Date: Sat, 08 Dec 2007 09:23:52 -0500 

From: Al Klase <al@ar88.net> 

MIME-Version: 1.0 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

CC: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

Subject: Re: Valley Ant/ B&W 5100 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=windows-1252; format=flowed 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 8bit 


OK, I'll weigh in, 


I have a 5100 (and a Viking II). The 5100 is a pair of 6146's modulated 
by a pair of same. This mean there's actually enough audio to modulate 
fully and cleanly, unlike the DX 100 and Viking. VFO is built in. If you 
look up the original selling prices you'll understand why it's a much 
better radio. 


Al 


Ralph Parker wrote: 

>> At the risk of being rude, could we talk about a good transmitter, say, a 
>> 

B&W 5100? 


I'd love to. 
I need a meter for my 5100-B, smashed in a shelf collapse a few years ago. 


VE7XF 


VV VV VV V VV 


Al Klase fi N3FRQ 
Flemington, NJ 
http: //www.skywaves.ar88.net/ 


Message-ID: <475ACOD4.7060508@oneradio.net> 
Date: Sat, 08 Dec 2007 10:05:40 -0600 
From: Robert Nickels <w9ran@oneradio.net> 


MIME-Version: 1.0 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

CC: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

Subject: Re: Valley Ant/ B&W 5100 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=windows-1252; format=flowed 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Al Klase wrote: 

> OK, I'll weigh in, 

> If you look up the original selling prices you'll understand why it's 
> a much better radio. 

> 

Agree with all and will add some comments about the B&W 5100B, which is 
blessed with a number of very nice design and construction features: 


1. Modular Design. This may be true for the 5100 also, I've never 
owned one, but there was some problem with my "B" when I first got it 
that required me to open it up, and I was very pleased with how easy it 
was to work on. I've not had any reason to go back inside since and 
it's been long enough I can't recall what the problem was, but it was 
minor. The modules are: Modulator, Buffer-Xtal Oscillator, VFO, and 
Multiplier-Final Amp. The power supply and Cinch-Jones type 
interconnection sockets are on the main chassis so a module can be 
removed for service and just plugged back in. Is this also the case 
for the 5100 (original)? 


2. The frequency multiplier chain uses reliable 6AQ5s in a broadband 
circuit that eliminates the need to tune each stage. Selection is made 
by a common ganged switch. 


3. In addition to the module shielding, all leads in and out are 
filtered and bypassed and there's a built-in low pass filter on the RF 
output. 


4. The VFO is exceptionally stable. I used the 5100B weekly for a 
couple of years on our Saturday morning AM net and I never had to 
correct the VFO more than a couple hundred cycles from a cold start. In 
fact, I once looked to make sure the filaments weren't continuously on! 
(they're not). 


5. The 51SB sideband adapter works well and is a simple plug-in 
solution, similar to the Johnson and Heath sideband adapters. 


Not to take a shot at Johnson or any other peer rigs, but B&W didn't do 
things like put hot power resistors in the VFO, fuse both sides of the 
line, or rely on a small buss wire to ground the plate tuning cap. On 
the negative side, a safety point all 5100B owners should address is to 
make an insulating guard for the AC line connections and rear-panel 


terminal strips! 


On balance, I think the B&W engineeers "went to school" on their 
competitors and built a superior product. 


>> I need a meter for my 5100-B, smashed in a shelf collapse a few years 
>> ago. 
A "shelf collapse"....oh, the horror! 


73, Bob WIRAN 


Mime-Version: 1.0 

Message-Id: <p06240801c380b8d6cae1@[192.168.1.2]> 

Date: Sat, 8 Dec 2007 13:11:44 -0800 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

From: Scott Robinson <spr@earthlink.net> 

Subject: Re: Valley Ant/ B&W 5100 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed" 


Those boatanchors are heavy, aren't they...? 


/scott 


> >At the risk of being rude, could we talk about a good transmitter, say, a 
>B&W 5100? 

> 

>I'd love to. 

>I need a meter for my 5100-B, smashed in a shelf collapse a few years ago. 

> 

>VE7XF 


From: "TChirhart" <sparks@codepoets.com> 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: RE: Valley Ant/ B&W 5100 
Date: Sat, 8 Dec 2007 16:27:03 -0500 
Message-ID: <004c01c839e1$152af220$6401a8cO@warnerp93v1imse> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 
charset="us-ascii" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable 


Sounds like a good match with an R-390, size, comparable weight.. does 
anyone on the reflector have these two paired up for a station? 


73 


Tom K4NCG 


go55e Original Message----- 

From: owner-boatanchors@theporch.com = 
[mailto:owner-boatanchors@theporch.com] 

On Behalf Of Robert Nickels 

Sent: Saturday, December 08, 2007 11:06 AM 
To: Old Tube Radios 

Cc: Old Tube Radios 

Subject: Re: Valley Ant/ B&W 5100 


Al Klase wrote: 

> OK, I'll weigh in, 

> If you look up the original selling prices you'll understand why it's=20 
> a much better radio. 

> 

Agree with all and will add some comments about the B&W 5100B, which is=20 
blessed with a number of very nice design and construction features: 


1. Modular Design. This may be true for the 5100 also, I've never=20 
owned one, but there was some problem with my "B" when I first got it=20 
that required me to open it up, and I was very pleased with how easy it=20 
was to work on. I've not had any reason to go back inside since and=20 
it's been long enough I can't recall what the problem was, but it was=20 
minor. The modules are: Modulator, Buffer-Xtal Oscillator, VFO, and=20 
Multiplier-Final Amp. The power supply and Cinch-Jones type=20 
interconnection sockets are on the main chassis so a module can be=20 
removed for service and just plugged back in. Is this also the case=20 
for the 5100 (original)? 


2. The frequency multiplier chain uses reliable 6AQ5s in a broadband=20 
circuit that eliminates the need to tune each stage. Selection is made=20 
by a common ganged switch. 


3. In addition to the module shielding, all leads in and out are=20 
filtered and bypassed and there's a built-in low pass filter on the RF=20 
output. 

4. The VFO is exceptionally stable. I used the 5100B weekly for a=20 
couple of years on our Saturday morning AM net and I never had to=20 
correct the VFO more than a couple hundred cycles from a cold start. In = 
fact, I once looked to make sure the filaments weren't continuously on! = 


(they're not). 


5. The 51SB sideband adapter works well and is a simple plug-in=20 
solution, similar to the Johnson and Heath sideband adapters. 


Not to take a shot at Johnson or any other peer rigs, but B&W didn't do=20 
things like put hot power resistors in the VFO, fuse both sides of the=20 


line, or rely on a small buss wire to ground the plate tuning cap. 


the negative side, a safety point all 5100B owners should address is to 


On 


make an insulating guard for the AC line connections and rear-panel=20 


terminal strips! 


On balance, I think the B&W engineeers "went to school" on their=20 


competitors and built a superior product. 


>> I need a meter for my 5100-B, smashed in a shelf collapse a few years 


>> ago.=20 
A "shelf collapse"....oh, the horror! 


73, Bob WIRAN 


Mime-Version: 1.0 

Message-Id: <p05210603c380c9f38£76@[192.168.2.3]> 

Date: Sat, 8 Dec 2007 14:28:56 -0800 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

From: Richard Post <postr@ohiou.edu> 

Subject: RE: Valley Ant/ B&W 5100 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed" 


Don't but could. However, shelf (and back) not strong enough ;-) 
Rich KB8TAD 
Boatanchor pix 


<http://tinyurl.com/hexco> 


At 4:27 PM -0500 12/8/07, TChirhart wrote: 


>Sounds like a good match with an R-390, size, comparable weight.. 


>anyone on the reflector have these two paired up for a station? 
> 

>73 

>Tom K4NCG 


Date: Sat, 08 Dec 2007 22:34:23 -0500 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 


does 


From: w8au@sssnet.com 

Subject: RE: B&W 5100 / R390? 

Mime-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed 
Message-Id: <20071209033433 .7989847005A@srvxr1.theporch. com> 


At 04:27 PM 12/8/2007, TChixrhart wrote: 
>Sounds like a good match with an R-390, size, comparable weight.. does 
>anyone on the reflector have these two paired up for a station? 


Not to change the subject, but the nicest matchup TX for an R-390 is the 
Hallicrafters HT-20. Full coverage 1.5 - 30 MHz. 4D32 final, 180 W/input 
Same matching paint! Same panel dimensions. (rack mounting or cabinet) AM-CW. 


Would include pix of my racked pair, but none allowed here. 


Perry w8au 


From: wb3fau@att.net 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

Cc: "Al Parker" <anchor@ec.rr.com> 

Subject: Re: Valiant chirp - fixed (long) rev. 

Date: Sun, 09 Dec 2007 16:14:34 +0000 

Message-Id: 

<120920071614 . 22107 .475C146A000DAOFE0000565B22230682329B0A02D29B9BOEBFIADEQOCCOD9II 
@att.net> 


Heres Cheers to the BA Gang, another radio nitemare resolved! 


Message-ID: <002a01c83b39$b6173cd0$6401a8cO@boudreaux> 
From: "David Stinson" <arc5@ix.netcom.com> 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: (AM) Moooooooo.... 
Date: Mon, 10 Dec 2007 08:33:59 -0600 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 

format=flowed; 

charset="1i1s0-8859-1"; 

reply-type=original 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Anyone need some fertilizer for the garden? 


http: //www.arrl.org/news/stories/2007/12/07/100/?nc=1 


Message-ID: <a913924b0712100722s6a279c27k1f£e81a3b59ca370c@mail . gmail.com> 

Date: Mon, 10 Dec 2007 10:22:14 -0500 

From: "Chuck Grandgent" <chuck@chuckg. com> 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

Subject: Re: (AM) Moooooooo.... 

MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; 
boundary="----=_Part_25481_ 24557503 .1197300134631" 


Reine ss =_Part_25481_ 24557503 .1197300134631 
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=UTF-8 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 
Content-Disposition: inline 


yes, I was totally mystified by this. what is it really trying to say ? 
Chuck, K10OM 
On Dec 10, 2007 9:33 AM, David Stinson <arc5@ix.netcom.com> wrote: 


> Anyone need some fertilizer for the garden? 
> 
> http: //www.arrl.org/news/stories/2007/12/07/100/?nc=1 


------ = Part_25481_24557503 .1197300134631 
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


KKK KK KK KR KK KKK KK KKK KK KKK KKK KK 
---REMAINDER OF MESSAGE TRUNCATED--- 
This post contains a forbidden message format 
(such as an attached file, a v-card, HTML formatting) 
* Mail Lists at theporch.com only accept PLAIN TEXT 
x If your postings display this message your mail program 
* is not set to send PLAIN TEXT ONLY and needs adjusting 
KK KKK KK RK KK KKK KKK KKK KKK KKK KKK 


* 
* 
* 
* 


+t + FF HF FH OF 


nee =_Part_25481_ 24557503 .1197300134631- - 


Message-ID: <040d01c83b4a$08f£c24a0$640fa8cO@radioroom> 
From: "Tom Rauch" <w8ji@contesting.com> 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch. com> 
Subject: Re: (AM) Moooooooo.... 

Date: Mon, 10 Dec 2007 11:30:46 -0500 

MIME-Version: 1.0 


Content-Type: text/plain; 
format=flowed; 
charset="UTF-8"; 
reply-type=original 

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


yes, I was totally mystified by this. what is it really 
trying to say ? 


VVV Vv 


Chuck, K10M 


I'm not sure what it was saying either. 


I think they are saying some of the rumors circulating that 
the ARRL is trying to back-door regulation by bandwidth are 
false. 


I agree with that. The rumors are largely based on a lack of 
understanding and/or hysteria. But why not just say it and 
point out why?? Maybe they don't want to single out any 
particular rumor or folk tale. 


Whatever it is, it certainly isn't a clear statement. That's 
what happens when we try to be politically aloof. 


73 Tom 


From: W7QHO@aol.com 

Message-ID: <ca3.202543a0.348ee2bc@aol.com> 
Date: Mon, 10 Dec 2007 13:43:08 EST 

Subject: Re: (AM) Moooooooo.... 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; 
boundary="part1_ca3.202543a0.348ee2bc_boundary" 


--part1_ca3.202543a0.348ee2bc_boundary 
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="IS0-8859-1" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable 


In a message dated 12/10/07 8:31:49 AM, w8ji@contesting.com writes: 


> > yes, I was totally mystified by this.=A0 what is it really 
> > trying to say ? 

>> 

> >=A0=A0 Chuck, K10M 

> 


> I'm not sure what it was saying either......... 
>=20 
>=20 


Pure spin control! 


Dennis D. W7QHO 
Glendale, CA 


FOI III II A A A A 
See AOL's top rated recipes=20 
(http: //food.aol.com/top-rated-recipes?NCID=3Dao0ltop00030000000004) 


--part1_ca3.202543a0.348ee2bc_boundary 
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


KKK KK KK KR KK KK KK KK KK KK KKK KKK KK 
---REMAINDER OF MESSAGE TRUNCATED--- 
This post contains a forbidden message format 
(such as an attached file, a v-card, HTML formatting) 
* Mail Lists at theporch.com only accept PLAIN TEXT 
x If your postings display this message your mail program 
* is not set to send PLAIN TEXT ONLY and needs adjusting 
KK KKK KK KK KK KKK KKK KKK KKK KKK KKK 


* 
* 
* 
* 


+ + + FF HF FH OF 


--part1_ca3.202543a0.348ee2bc_boundary- - 


Date: Mon, 10 Dec 2007 14:15:49 -0500 (EST) 

From: stuck in 50s <polepeeg@aa4rm.ba-watch.org> 

Message-Id: <200712101915 . 1BAJFnKU003557@fracas.netboobie.org> 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

Subject: Re: Remembering Michael AB5L (Sk) 


PHOOEY! ! 


> him and his ferret at Dayton one year - t'was the high point of the 
> hamfest. 
> 


dang I hate he's gone. Saw him in 2005 & gave him an unbuilt 
Ge transistor-based converter kit fm '61. Something that 
contributed to end of tube coverter era 


Five meters hangs on as Chan 2 as most know 
Realy fun writer & good/unusual guy. 


Forgot sbout the feret Mike & knew something was missing in 
Dayton 2006. 


Marty 


Date: Mon, 10 Dec 2007 14:21:58 -0500 (EST) 

From: stuck in 50s <polepeeg@aa4rm.ba-watch.org> 

Message-Id: <200712101921.1BAJLwok003585@fracas.netboobie.org> 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

Subject: Re: Remembering Michael AB5L (SK) 


Read bio of AB5L's successor on qrz.com. 


In a way, Michael carries on! 


From: "Ed Zeranski" <ezeran@ezeran.cnc.net> 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: RE: Valley Ant? 
Date: Mon, 10 Dec 2007 13:26:24 -0800 
Message-ID: <EMEPKDEJDNHEMLEAHGKHKELMFBAA.ezeran@ezeran.cnc.net> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 
charset="iso-8859-1" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


To: Old Tube Radios 
Subject: Valley Ant? 


At the risk of being rude, could we talk about a good transmitter, say, 
a B&W 5100? 


Sure! 

I have a B&W-5100 paired with an NC-300. It is a good piece of work with 
6146s by, for,and of 6146s! The ‘audio chain'is only a D-104 but the rig 
gets good reports anyway. B&W 5100 is modular as mentioned for the 5100B 
with Cinch-Jones connectors for chassis connection and the back apron power 
filters also need to be covered. I like the built in lowpass filter too. The 
antenna is an 80 meter sloped dipole fed with 450 ohm ladderline, DX 
Engineering 10KW 1:1 balun, and Millen 92200 transmatch. I've seen a 5100B, 
but never owned one, though I did rework a 5100-SBB sideband adapter. 


EdZ KG6UTS 


From: WALKBQ@aol.com 

Message-ID: <c22.26fcadfe.348f57c1@aol.com> 
Date: Mon, 10 Dec 2007 22:02:25 EST 

Subject: Re: (AM) Moooooooo.... 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Big article authored by Paul Courson; WA3VJB in this month's Electric Radio 
magazine about ARRL's secret band plan initiative. Or go to AMFONE.NET and 
check the blogs there about it. 


Greg 


KKKKKAKKAKKKKAKKKKAKKKKAKKAKKKKKAKKEAKKEKSEC AOL'S top rated recipes 
(http: //food.aol.com/top-rated-recipes?NCID=a01to0p00030000000004 ) 


Date: Mon, 10 Dec 2007 23:02:01 -0500 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

From: w8au@sssnet.com 

Subject: Re: (AM) Moooooooo.... 

Mime-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed 
Message-Id: <20071211040205 .7FB5E470034@srvxr1.theporch. com> 


At 10:02 PM 12/10/2007, WA1KBQ@aol.com wrote: 
>Big article authored by Paul Courson; WA3VJB in this month's Electric Radio 


>magazine about ARRL's secret band plan initiative. 


Not to disparage Paul's OpEd piece in ER, but two paragraphs 


depend on second hand info and he kinda tips his hand as being 
a little anti-ARRL. His legitimate concern, however, is that 
IARU suggestions may influence FCC action in the future, even 
without any ARRL involvement. On this note we agree. 


I and a number of others that have examined the IARU plan and 
spoken with ARRL GM and some Divison Directors have come to 

a more reasoned assessment that there was no conspiracy on the 

part of ARRL. But the AM (or other wide band) group needs to 

keep an eye on things. The ARRL doesn't do anything without the 
directive of the Division Directors (Board) and they are all well 
aware of the concern of most of us. They have promised no proposal 
that would exclude AM on any band. 


Last week's ARRL newsletter (and Web site) had an article addressing 
the concern we and others have expressed which shows the effect a 
mass emailing of intelligent debate can have. 


I suggest all who may be concerned about any future moves in 

a wrong direction just keep your ARRL Division Director's email 
address handy! (Even if you're not a member) They do read them 
and respond. 


Although not happy with IARU suggestions (which do not affect USA 
hams that have regulated mode assignments) I do not suggest any 
lesser loyalty to ARRL. They are our only representative and 

in reality they are US...to the extent of our own participation in 
correspondence with Directors. 


I applaud them for taking the FCC to court concerning BPL, a 
greater threat to HF than anything that has ever come up. Have 
they ever sued FCC before? Never. I give them credit for having 
the gonads to do it and I'm with them 100 percent. 


Perry w8au 
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> Although not happy with IARU suggestions (which do not 

> affect USA 

> hams that have regulated mode assignments) I do not 

> suggest any 

> lesser loyalty to ARRL. They are our only representative 
> and 

> in reality they are US...to the extent of our own 

> participation in 

> correspondence with Directors. 

> 

> I applaud them for taking the FCC to court concerning BPL, 
>a 

> greater threat to HF than anything that has ever come up. 
> Have 

> they ever sued FCC before? Never. I give them credit for 
> having 

> 


the gonads to do it and I'm with them 100 percent. 
Good for you Perry. 


People read one article or some web nonsense that puts a 
wild spin on things while orbiting far from the real facts, 
and then the rumors and whining all start. 


I wonder how many of the whiners went after Bush and crew 
for promoting BPL at the expense of HF communications?? 


73 Tom 
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Well perhaps, but why all the secrecy on the part of the ARRL? Why didn't 

ARRL seek input from the membership? I agree that the IARU plan represents no 
immediate threat for now but the operative word here is immediate. It 
encourages and promotes continued litigation and effectively begins to turn the 
boat 

that way and the disagreement over proposed SSB bandwidths such as the 

proposed 2.7khz indicates that mode as it currently exists is not immune either 
so 


this one could eventually affect us all. Like the analogy of placing a frog 

in a kettle of water on the stove and turning the heat on; the change in 
temperature is not fast enough to alert him to jump out so he just stays and gets 
cooked. 


Let me ask it another way and to the point? To whom does ARRL actually bend 

its ear? Who is in a position to furnish the strongest lobby to the ARRL? 

What would be the interests of that lobby, what would they want and what do they 
stand to gain from the ARRL for their efforts? What would happen if the ARRL 
ignored that strong lobby? Is there enough incentive for them to support the 
interests of not only the membership but all licensed ops in general? Now 

please don't get me wrong, I'm thankful for the ARRL and I realize the ARRL is 
all we have and without them ham radio would certainly not exist to the 

extent we have it to enjoy today. Shouldn't we be paying more attention to what's 
going on though and exercise our voice to be heard? 


73, Greg 


KKKKKAKKAKKKKAKKAKAKKKKKKKAKKKKKAKKAKKKSEG AOL'S top rated recipes 
(http: //food.aol.com/top-rated-recipes?NCID=a01to0p00030000000004) 
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